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In response to the official latter of Hototber 1, 

19J6 af^tndtkQRb i* sad* it follows* 

A d4 tto elsini 

fha apparatus* In a «*yptogpt»rhic ssaefaine for 
•NirNriif end destjdM'rlAg seoeagee e<*£prl*iing a *ert« of 
tape wheels. for writing on a tap* and an al thabet keyboard 
ehsrehjp wheels operate to encipher and for a«olphor ;.eaaagea 
is a rlain Icnfeago tones oat aerasblsd at.d then the teraAM 
nssesge i« repeated bask into the neahin* it co-see ..nt tas* 
sonata «4* 

Mm 

flda application la being prosecuted under in* three » 
pear nl«, hear* thle reef to so le ssaaeseble* 

Thar* are tee ground* of rejection, the firet of 
. Shlafe is undue suitiplieitjr, The examiner has admitted tbit 
all of th* er-porotao olaies heretofore esbedtied are patent dale 
and allowably There are t*enty~nlne apparatus claims and . 
enlj nine asthod elaine. Ceria-niy nine Method elates are 
peorlesible when there are iwenfcy-uight allowable apparatus 
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claims. lb goes without Baying that method and apparatus 
claims are in different statutory das— and one does not 
affect the other* 

Hence* it is sir-ply necessary to renrisw the s-ethod 
claims* la this connection, the exarioer is requested to 
reconsider his rejection in the light of the following decision* 
Ex parte Barrett and Udell 26 U3PQ 150* 

Sew dais 35 is subsit tod for the seas reasons as 
the allowed claims* 



Respectfully 



BUlians 0* Hall 

Associate Attorney for Applicant 
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